
ASCE�INDOT 

STRUCTURAL SUBCOMMITTEE 

MEETING NO. 57 MINUTES 

November 8, 2012 
 
The meeting was called to order at 9:00 a.m. by Anne Rearick.  Those in attendance were: 
 

 Anne Rearick INDOT, Structural Services 
 Elizabeth Phillips INDOT, Structural Services 
 Naveed Burki INDOT, Structural Services 
 Mahmoud Hailat INDOT, Structural Services 
 Merril Dougherty INDOT, Program Development 
 Celeste Spaans Prestress Services, Inc. 
 Mike Wenning GAI Consultants, Inc. 
 Mike McCool Beam Longest & Neff, LLC. 
 Troy Jessop R. W. Armstrong 
 Mike Halterman USI Consultants, Inc. 
 Michael Eichenauer Butler, Fairman and Seufert, Inc. 
 

In addition to the attendees, these minutes will be sent to the following: 
 

 Keith Hoernschmeyer Federal Highway Administration 
 Jason Yeager Gohmann Asphalt Company 
 Jim Reilman INDOT, Construction Management 
 Tom Harris INDOT, Construction Management 
 Burleigh Law HNTB Corp. 
 

A meeting agenda had previously been distributed and the following items were discussed: 
 
 1. The August 9, 2012, meeting minutes were approved as written, and have been placed on 

the INDOT website. 
 
 2. It was decided that INDOT would like to update their specifications on PTFE plates used with 

elastometic bearings.  They may also want to add some direction to designers in the Design 
Manual.  A task committee consisting of Mike Wenning*, Mike Eichenauer and Mahmoud 
Hailat has been asked to investigate this and report back to the committee.  Kenny Anderson 
will be included for input and material. Possible additions could include circular pads and 
recessed PTFE plates.  A Florida DOT example was recommended and Mike McCool will 
provide an additional example. 

 
 3. Troy Jessop* and Celeste Spaans were asked to investigate whether elastomeric bearing 

pads need to be vulcanized to shim plates to keep the bearing assembly from “walking” and 
report back at the next meeting.  Bevelled plates should be vulcanized per Randy Strain’s 
interpretation. 

 
 4. Prestressed notches are discouraged in the top of the beam per NCHRP 654.  Although 

blockouts for flanges are not a problem, notches in webs always produce cracks.  Some 
notches may be made by engineers trying to avoid the angled #6 bar shown in IDM Fig. 409A
3A and others.  Troy Jessop* and Celeste Spaans will investigate revising the details to show 
that the beam notch should not be the designers’ first choice. 

 



 5. It was decided in meetings 42A46 to modify the pavement ledge for the R.C. Bridge Approach 
from 6” to 9” width and the minimum integral end bent width from 2’A6” to 3’A0” but this was 
never carried through to the standards.  Elizabeth Phillips will check with Jim Reilman to see 
if 599 bars at 2’ spacing has been used in a test project and then revise standard drawings 
for approval.. 

 
 6. On R.C. Bridge Approaches, it was determined that the hook on the top bar was 

unnecessary and the top steel should be changed to #5 @ 8” for crack control.  Elizabeth 
Phillips will revise the design manual figures to reflect these changes. 

 
 7. INDOT would like to develop a standard beam detail sheet to be used in the plans similar to 

that used by Kentucky and other states.  PSI prefers the Kentucky style. Mike McCool will 
develop a sample.  Then INDOT can continue to develop these sheets. (See attachment 2.) 

 
 8. The committee would like to collect and share practice pointers dealing with commonly used 

design programs.  Any known issues and their workarounds should be sent to Mike McCool.  
Burleigh Law and Elizabeth Phillips will help compile and distribute the items. (See example 
items in attachment 3.) 

 
 9. Mike Wenning presented a new evaluation form.  It will be used for the 2013 INDOT Bridge 

conference.  (See attachment 4.) 
   
 10. StayAinAplace metal form attachments need to be detailed in the plans since the ½” maximum 

projection of the support angle into the deck is only shown in the IDM and not the Standard 
Drawings. Elizabeth Phillips will check to see if 702.13(e) of the standard specifications could 
be modified to include this provision. 

  
 11. Steel Diaphragm details need to be updated to include Hybrid Girders.  Elizabeth Phillips will 

provide details for review at the next meeting. 
 
 11. Horizontal drain pipes on bridges can no longer be made of PVC.  These are considered 

closed systems and must be cast iron or FRC. 
 
 
* indicates the person primarily responsible for the activity. 
 
The next meeting for the INDOT Structural Committee is scheduled for 9:00 a.m. on March 1, 2013, in 
room N642.  Mike McCool will distribute an agenda prior to the meeting. 
 
This meeting was adjourned at 11:00 a.m. 
 
   Respectfully submitted, 
   American Structurepoint, Inc. 
 

    
 
   Michael Wenning, P.E. 
   m.wenning@gaiconsultants.com 
Attachments 























INDOT Bridge Training Evaluation Form 
(5 is best, 1 is least) 

Topic 1 

Value of topic 

1 2 3 4 5 

Presentation 

1 2 3 4 5 

Comments____________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

Topic 2 

Value of topic 

1 2 3 4 5 

Presentation 

1 2 3 4 5 

Comments____________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

Topic 3 

Value of topic 

1 2 3 4 5 

Presentation 

1 2 3 4 5 

Comments____________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

Topic 4 

Value of topic 

1 2 3 4 5 

Presentation 

1 2 3 4 5 

Comments____________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

 



INDOT Bridge Training Evaluation Form 
(5 is best, 1 is least) 

Topic 5 

Value of topic 

1 2 3 4 5 

Presentation 

1 2 3 4 5 

Comments____________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

Topic 6 

Value of topic 

1 2 3 4 5 

Presentation 

1 2 3 4 5 

Comments____________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Overall Program 

Value of Seminar 

1 2 3 4 5 

Comments(Please include topics you would like to see presented.) 

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

 


